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in a bourgeois state, were to expound the perfectly correct conviction that big capital dominates no matter what the regime in a bourgeois country.
There is no doubt that the greater part of Asia, the most populous continent, consists either of colonies of the "Great Powers," or of states which are extremely dependent and oppressed as nations. But does this commonly-known circumstance in any way shake the undoubted fact 'that in Asia itself the conditions for the most complete development of commodity production, for the freest, widtest and speediest growth of capitalism, have been created only in Japan, i.e., only in an independent national state? This state is a bourgeois state, therefore, it, itself, has begun t* oppress other nations and to enslave coloniesi. We -cannot say whether Asia will have time before the downfall of capitalism to become crystallized into a system of independent national states, like Europe; but it remains an undisputed fact that capitalism, having awakened Asia, has called forth national movements everywhere in that continent, too; that the tendency of these movements is towards the creation of national states in Asia; that the best conditions for the development of capitalism are ensured precisely by such states. The example of Asia speaks in favour of Kautsky and against Rosa Luxemburg.
The example of the Balkan states likewise speaks, against her, for everyone can see now that the best 'conditions for the development of capitalism in the Balkans are created precisely in proportion' to the creation of independent national states in that peninsula.
Therefore, Rosa Luxemburg notwithstanding, the example of the whole of progressive, civilized mankind, the example of the Balkans 'atnd the example of Asia prove that Kautsky's proposition is absolutely correct: the national stale is the rule and the "norm" of capitalism; Hie heterogeneous nation 'state represents backwardness, or is an exception: From the standpoint of national relations, 'the best' condi-